
bRhFT-
TO THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF UTAH

IN THE lfiTTER OF EXCHANGE

APPLICATION NO. 466
MEMOMNDUM DECISION

Exchange Application No. 466 was filed by Raleigh F. llilliams er-*eenicrrcr*r
-tl3.h to exchange a maximum of 50 acre feet of water evidenced by erncr+FipcF
stock in the strawberry l'later user's Associatrlon. This water has been stored

yearround and diverted between May llrrand 0ctober l7 from the spanish Fork

River at a point !1. 570 ft. and N. 985 ft. from El Cor. Sec. .l9, T9S, R4E, SLB&M,

and used for all 48 acres of land for irrigation purposes

Hereafter, -*#ur+fi5d acre feet% will
bedelivered@toSpanishFork.N,iveratapointoes-
cribed above,and in lieu thereof t*tr#, K1l$"rwill be diverted

T

from January i; to December 3lrfrom the Birch Bottom Springs. at a point(,2
N. 2100 ft. and ll 3000 ft. from the sE cor. sec. 12, T9s, R3E, SLB&M. The wacer

will be used for the domestic purposes of 56 famil ies in Sec. 14,23, T9S, R3E,

SLB&M. This exchange application was advertised in the spanish Fork press from

Novenber 18, to December 2, 197i, and has been protested by Spanish Fork City
and several irrigation companies. ffi

A hearing was

March I, 1972,

held on the above-numbered application at provo on liednesday,
,"4;/ *At the hearing, the applicant stated that they w6l.iEiciiirs?44'm&**"*2

/-, *he Strawberry l,later User, s Association2 foftomestic )

and that they r{ould comply with the administration of
the spanish Fork River and r.oul d meet all of the regulations for the county and

state health departmentg. The protestants contended that the Birch Bottom Springs

contributel to the flow of the Spanish Fork River, and possibly to the Cold Springf

r.,r.lter-tt|atrfc+



and {osntafir Spring which serves as a water supply for the Spanish Fork City.

The appl icant responded that

sycten thrl;what tlrejr rtre errlitled te snCer thei. staelt s,tnr-.htF, enC that

the Birch Bottom Springs were a different source from the Cold Sprlngs which

were in the irmqdiate vicinity of the Birch Bottom Springs, and uould probably
{rpn tt,

not infiuence^the Malcom Springs in any way.

A field inspection was nade by a representative of the State Engineer on March

29, 1972. The point at which the water has been diverted from Spanish Fork

River and used on the imigated lands is about one mile upstrearn from the Birch

Bottom Springs, There are no other rights on the river in between. The flow

from Birch Bottom Springs has fed hto wet pasture land and at one time may have

been diverted and used on several acres of land now belonging to the applicant.

The structure of the mountains in this area indicate5that the flow offiote(anyon

now feeds into the alluvihat the mouth of the canyon, unofi3ln. source of supply

for the Blrch Bottom Spring. The Birch Bottom Springs ana &tASprings used

by Spanish Fork City are at approximately the same elevation; although, the

Birch Bottom Springs is about % mile upstream along the river from the *da(
Springs, but on the opposite side of the river. The Cold Springs have been

extensively developed by the Spanish Fork City, and those who witnessed these

developments indicated that the flow into the springs was from theiorth and

"last 
ot the spring areaflwhereas4 the Pole Canyon feeding into B'irch Bottom

springs is to theJouth andfifest of the springf area. The Seology and topography

of the areas bear this out. Both springs areas are free flowing. The Birch Bottom

Springs has b.een measured at 3.43 cfs. The flow from Cold Springs is substan-. ry1r4tc/, .tllllylthan that. The Ma'lcomlprings which have been developed and used by the

Spanish Fork City, are approximately 3 miles below Birch Bottom Springs and are

about 100 ft. lower in elevation. The diversion by the Strawberry l'later User's

Association canal is approximtely midway between the two spring areas. Both

I
ColdSprings and the Malcom Springs are subiect to some contamination and the

I
waters must be {orinated in order to be acceptable as':. a public health supply



It is the opinion of the State Engineer that theQhters from the Spanish Fork

River can be exchanged for the water of the Birch Bottom Springs under the

terms of this application without i nterference with the supplies of the Spanish

Fork cp or the other users on the Spanish Fork River provided certain pre-

ca(Sj[i ons are taken.

/
,/It is, the2ore, ORDERED and&cnange/epplication No. 466 is hereby APPR0VED

subject to the following conditions:

l. No more water may be diverted from the well each year than the applicant is

entitled to under the ownership of stock in the Strawbemy Water User's Assoc-

iation.

2. The applicant shall install a permanent totalizing water meter on the spring

diversion to measure the water obtained and the meter shall be avai lable for

inspection and reading by the River Conmissioner at all reasonable times that

may be required by the Cornmissionerin regulating this Exchange.

3. The water being used shall be released ifio tne Spanish Fork River as called

for by the River Cormissioner.
I

4. The quantity of v'rater bei ng6xchanged in a given year wit[ be deducted from
which /

that quantity ttith is to be ddlivered to the applicant for his irrigation needs.

5. The irrigation company will be assessed for any extra costs necessitated in

administening this exchange and that cost shall be borrfby the applicant.

This decision i3 subiect to the provisions of Section 73-3-14' Utah Code Anno-

tated, 1953, which provides for plenary review by the filing of a civil action

in the appropriate district court within 60 days from the date hereof.

River Conrnissioner, l'linfield Peterson, H. Eugene Nielson, protestants

representat l ves.
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